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produce great art, their defenders will offer as an explanation
that they are engaged in the terrific task of rebuilding a world.
Only the achievements of the second, or third, generation
would enable us to judge.

If through ruthless education, all men were so conditioned
that in all essentials they would automatically think and feel
alike, they would only have reached the ideal professed by our
best citizens for ages past: "one hundred million minds with
but a single thought, one hundred million hearts that beat like
one." Vast numbers, in England and in America, accept with-
out dispute our respective constitutions, the profit motive and
evangelical Christianity. Naturally, we are persuaded that our
Anglo-Saxon synthesis is far superior to the Italian, German
or Russian syntheses. But this is beside the point. The essential
fact is that in all cases, theirs as well as ours, there is a syn-
thesis or ideology, which has to be "defended," that is to say
enforced. Many of us do not believe that it is in the least an
advantage for the state that there should be people seeking to
destroy, even by peaceful means, the Constitution, the profit
motive, or orthodox religion 5 unanimity on these fundamental
points is considered a blessing 5 we are at heart <ctotaHtarians.w
Our ideology is easy-going because it does not feel itself seri-
ously challenged. We are tolerant for the same reason that we
are peace-minded: in both cases, we are satisfied. We have
attained what others are struggling for. If our essential unity
were threatened, we could be ruthless.

Every system is both an incentive and an obstacle to thought.
The dispassionate observer, while himself an enemy of all
rigid system, cannot affirm that a new age of barbarism is
threatening the world. It is not inconceivable that the human
spirit will find its way under the new disciplines. It is prac-
tically certain that it will find new ways, which will make the
new disciplines obsolete. To the question: "Would a totali-
tarian regime destroy literature?" we are compelled to give
an evasive answer, In the past, no regime has been totalitarian
enough, or, if fully totalitarian, has endured long enough, to